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The Development of Theology in Gtrmany since Kant and its
Progress in Great Britain since 1825. By OTTO PFLELDBBBB,
D.D., Professor of Theology in the University of Berlin.
Translated under the Author's supervision by J. FBEDEBIOK
SMITH. London : Swan Sonnenschein & Co. Pp. xii., 403.

The aim of this volume is to describe that positive Aufkldrung
or mtionalistic movement which begins with Kant, and which
forms so marked a contrast with the sceptical Rationalism of the
last century. The result of the latter was, at least in relation to
Theology, purely negative : for, as it extended the method of
physical science to everything, and thereby established a thorough-
going inter-connexion of the phenomena of nature, which left no
room for the supernatural, it excluded theological truth in the
form in which it had hitherto been received t>y religious men
generally with the exception of a few mystics. The new Ration-
alism, on the other hand, while accepting this negative result as
regards the miraculous form which had been given to spiritual
truth by the imagination of the past, attempted to find a basis
in reason itself for all that was essential or valuable in the ideas
expressed under that form. It attempted, in short, to show that
the content of religion, and particularly of the Christian religion,
is capable of surviving the form which is destroyed by criticism.
And it even maintained that that content rests upon principles
which are implied in all scientific knowledge, and which are
necessary to its final interpretation.

The development of this new or positive Rationalism is perhaps
the most important intellectual movement of this century. We
are not, indeed, as yet in a position to determine finally what
will be its results, either in destruction or in reconstruction ; but
we can see its enormous transforming power in relation to
theological belief. And no one can read the present volume, in
which we have a rapid but comprehensive sketch of the history
of the whole movement, both in Germany, where it originated,
and in England, the country which was latest to be affected by
it, without gaining a new sense of slow but inevitable character
of its advance. In Germany especially the systematic progress
of the militant idea, in spite of all temporary reverses, to a
conquest of the whole field of thought has something of the
aspect of a planned campaign, aud might almost be said to
supply a new link to the demonstration of the philosophical
principle that the " rational is the real ". The first stage of it was
the specially philosophical movement, which commenced in the
Critical Idealism of Kant, and was brought to clear consciousness
of its own meaning in Hegel, with whom Dr. Pfleiderer justifiably
concludes his short sketch of that movement. It is true that the
recoil from Hegel, which is associated with the neo-Kantian revival,
and the belated success of the philosophies of Schopenhauer and
Herbart, as well as the various attempts at compromise which
have been made by writers like Lotze, Wundt, and Hartmann,
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have done much to throw light upon difficulties which were over-
looked or imperfectly echoed in the first enthusiasm of the new
Idealism. But though such discussions have helped to a clearer
understanding of the nature and limits of what has been achieved,
and in some measure perhaps to the opening np of new questions
which it has left unsettled, it can scarcely be said that in principle
there has been any Epoch-machende advance since HegeL The real
advance has been rather in the application of principles, which
had been discussed and vindicated in abstract by philosophy, to the
history of human thought in the past and those beliefs and insti-
tutions of the present which have been the result of that history.
This application has, of course, revived all the divisions and
debates of the philosophical schools; but it has revived them in
a form more apprehensible to the general mind, connecting them
with the details of historical and Biblical criticism and with
urgent questions of belief and practice. In this volume Dr.
Pfleiderer gives us the means of tracing this connexion, when he
follows up his exposition of the philosophical movement by
showing how the impulse thence received has gradually trans-
formed, first the systematic treatment of Dogmatic Theology, then
the methods of interpretation of the Old and New Testament,
and finally the whole view of the religious history of the world,
and especially of the Christian Church.

It would carry us beyond what is possible in a short notice to
attempt to follow Dr. Pfleiderer into the details of a movement
which, besides, lies somewhat beyond the province of a philo-
sophical journal. I shall, therofore, content myself with two
remarks : one in appreciation, and the other in criticism, of what
he has done. In the first place, his account of the influence of
Philosophy upon Theology renders it abundantly clear that in
this relation the succession from Kant to Hegel should be traced
rather through Schleiermacher than through Pichte and Schelling,
neither of whom had any great direct influence upon Theology.
Kant's ethical works, and especially his treatise on Religion
within tlie bounds of vi&ie Reason, opened the way for a rational
reinterpretation of Christian doctrine: but the abstract and ob-
jective manner in which he expressed the new principle made
his effort to apply it to Christianity appear too much like an ex-
ternal accommodation—the investment of idealistic morality with
an ill-fitting dress of theological phrases. In order that the trans-
forming process should be effectual, it was necessary that it should
begin, so to speak, from the opposite end. And Schleiermacher,
if not exclusively, yet in a higher degree than any other of the
great philosophical writers of his time, had the qualification that
he was first a Christian and only in the second place a philo-
sopher, i.e., that he started with an intimate experience of the
spirit of Christian piety at its best, and that he was not disposed
to yield any element which he felt to be essential or even valu-
able in life to the exigencies of abstract theory. Hence, while in
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obedience to the idealistic principle he freed himself at a stroke
from all the details of miracle and supernatural interference, his
fear of a rationalistic evaporation of Christianity made him cling
all the more closely to the idea of the archetypal originality of
Christ, treat Christian doctrine as the reflective interpretation
of a unique consciousness awakened by him in the Christian
Church, and refuse to regard the opposition of Church and
world as one which was destined to pass away. (See Dr.
Pfleiderer's chapter on this subject, pp. 103-130, which is one of
the best parts of his book.) These things explain the prepon-
derant influence which Schleiermacher has exercised within the
Church upon the theology of those whose religious life was most
deeply rooted in traditional Christianity, but who were willing to
admit the necessity of Bationalism in regard to everything but
the one exceptional fact or principle which they regarded as
essential. Hegel, on the other hand, in spite of his almost
ostentatious acceptance of Christian doctrine as, in essence, the
expression of philosophical truth, has been regarded with more
suspicion or even sometimes denounced as an enemy. But the
real difference between him and Schleiermacher is that he regards
Christianity as itself an essential product of reason, and indeed
as that form in which reason first, so to speak, defined to itself
its own nature, or brought that nature to self-consciousness. Ac-
cepting, therefore, in the literal sense, the anima naturaliter
Christiana of Tertullian, he could admit that Christianity should
take its place with other religions in the natural process of de-
velopment without claiming for it any exceptional position of
Urbildlichkeit, while, on the other hand, he had the confidence
that no change of form, produced by the free application to it of
the idea of development, could be fatal to its essential truth.

The main criticism I should make on Dr. Pfleiderer's work is
one which he has practically made upon himself, when (p. 154)
he declares himself an Eclectic. Whether it be true or not that
in theology "in a much greater degree than in philosophy
systematic unity can never be more than an approximately
attainable ideal," it is at least a doctrine acquiescence in which
is dangerous to the theologian who admits it. He who confesses
himself an Eclectic is too apt to become wavering and uncertain
in his point of view. It has sometimes occurred to me that Dr.
Pfleiderer might be described as an Idealist in his attitude to all
other systems except Idealism itself, the bold statement of which
seems to frighten him. Thus no one could object to his criticism
of Hegel's tendency, especially in his later days, to give the most
conservative possible interpretation of the idealistic principle.
But when Dr. Pfleiderer tells us (p. 72) that the principle itself
—the principle that " the real is the rational and the rational
the real"—is a justification of the status quo, he is, one might
fairly say, speaking to the gallery. Surely, if Dr. Pfleiderer's
book proves anything, it proves that that doctrine is ouly not the
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most revolutionary of all doctrines, because it is the very principle
of all progress which finds the roots of the future in the present.

The last part of Dr. Pfleiderer's book is directed to the history
of the rationalising movement in England, from the time of
Coleridge; and it is somewhat curious that the first attempt to
give such a history should be made by a German writer. In
this part of his work Dr. Pfleiderer is on less familiar ground,
yet it is wonderful how well he has been able to take his
bearings in the new region. Accustomed to the more systematic
habits of German thought, he has sometimes brought to writers
like Seeley and Arnold, and even to Carlyle, the demand for a
more definite and thoroughly developed theory than they can
supply; and his estimate of their power is somewhat unduly
depressed by the nature of the standard he applies to them. At
the same time he has produced an interesting and instructive
sketch of the general movement, and his characterisation of the
many individual writers is luminous and suggestive. I may
refer specially to his remarks upon Newman and Maurice.

EDWAED CAIBD.

Tlie Scope and Method of Political Economy. By JOHN NEVILLE
KEYNEB, M.A., University Lecturer in Moral Science and
late Fellow of Pembroke College in the University of
Cambridge, &c. London : Macmillan & Co., 1891. Pp. xiv.,
359.

It may sometimes happen to a reviewer to meet with a book
with which he finds himself in entire agreement. Whether such
an occurrence will be altogether joyful is a question of some
delicacy. There is something not unpleasing in the errors of
our allies. We like to point out to them the better way ; and
our personal identity seems to demand some difference of opinion
about it. Besides, that a book should deserve unmitigated praise
is improbable a priori, and a cultivated literary taste rejects every
kind of monotony. However, for the present reviewer such an
hour of acquiescence has arrived.

Hitherto the fullest and best-known treatise upon the scien-
tific character of Political Economy has been Cairnes's. It is
true that this work added little except illustrations to the view
presented by Mill in his Unsettled Questions and in the sixth
book of his Logic. But the illustrations were so telling, the
style was BO luminous and persuasive, that it was deservedly
recognised as a sort of authoritative manifesto of the school of
economists at that time almost entirely predominant among us:
the school which regarded the method of investigation and proof
in Political Economy as nearly confined to the direct-deductive
or ' Physical' method. The very fact, however, that Cairnes
wrote before this doctrine had been very powerfully assailed or
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